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CLINTON SAYS RECORD SHOWS ‘‘REMARKABLE
CONSISTENCY’’

(By Ann Devroy and John F. Harris)
President Clinton said yesterday his dec-

laration last week that the era of big govern-
ment is over was not a departure from the
philosophy he brought to the White House
three years ago and said he will show voters
this year that he has compiled a record of
‘‘remarkable consistency.’’

Clinton’s comments came in an Oval Office
interview a week after a State of the Union
address in which he embraced many of the
limited-government themes sounded by con-
gressional Republicans. Despite his advocacy
of a federal overhaul of health care earlier in
his administration and recurrent charges by
his critics that he has moved across the po-
litical spectrum with the polls, Clinton said
his basic approach to the presidency has not
changed.

‘‘I believe I’ve given the American people a
coherent view of the world,’’ he said, adding:
‘‘Just because I’m not for big government
doesn’t mean I think we should have a weak
government or that there’s nothing for gov-
ernment to do.’’

Clinton said that while he hopes other
Democrats share this vision, he will not
make recapturing Congress for the Demo-
crats a primary goal of his 1996 campaign.
Such an appeal based solely on party, he
said, would be ‘‘self-defeating.’’

On welfare reform, Clinton said he has not
given up hope that a compromise bill accept-
able to him will be approved this year. But
he set a new price for his signature on a wel-
fare system overhaul, asserting that the Sen-
ate proposal he indicated he would support
last fall will have to be changed for him to
support it now. He called on Republicans to
send him a revised bill that would contain
fewer cuts in funding for food stamps, pro-
vide child care for welfare recipients who
work and preserve current protections for
disabled children.

One of Clinton’s major campaign pledges in
1992 was to replace welfare ‘‘as we know it,’’
but he must reconcile that with his veto of
a Republican welfare plan earlier this year
because it was too hard on children. Since
the veto, Republicans have been debating
among themselves how to revive the issue.
One alternative they have discussed is to
agree to unite behind the Senate version,
which was adamantly opposed by House Re-
publicans.

That way, some Republicans argue, Clin-
ton would have to sign the bill—as he earlier
indicated he would do—hereby angering lib-
erals in his party, who think the Senate bill
amounts to an abandonment of the party’s
traditional commitment to the needy.

Clinton’s comments yesterday appear to
add a new hurdle to getting any version of
welfare overhaul through Congress this year.
Some argue it is an academic discussion any-
way, because Republicans have deep dis-
agreements over whether to try for a deal,
how to proceed and whether a more limited
measure like the Senate version could make
it through the House.

In the interview and later talking to re-
porters, Clinton said any new version sent
him should ‘‘at least reflect’’ understandings
on improvements reached between him and
congressional Republicans during their mar-
athon balanced-budget talks at the end of
1995.

‘‘We reached an understanding,’’ Clinton
said, that ‘‘we should do more’’ on child care
funding, food stamp proposals, funding that
covers Social Security disability payments
to children and provisions affecting the chil-
dren of legal immigrants.

Republicans disputed Clinton’s description
of the talks and his call for using them as a

basis for new legislation. Tony Blankley,
spokesman for House Speaker Newt Gingrich
(R-Ga.), said the welfare discussions were in
the context of Republicans taking less than
real reform in order to get more of a real bal-
anced budget. Without the balanced budget,
he said, the equation doesn’t hold up.

‘‘It’s not going to happen,’’ he said of legis-
lation rewritten to reflect the president’s
newest specifications. Adding new require-
ments now to the one version he did embrace
‘‘offers a flavor of the kind of two-step he did
in the Oval Office last month,’’ moving the
goal posts as the game proceeded, Blankley
said.

Administration officials are vague on what
precisely Clinton and the Republicans
reached understandings about. But one sen-
ior official said Republicans agreed to add
back about $4 billion of the $26 billion in cuts
they proposed for food stamps, and were no
longer seeking to make the program a block
grant. On child care, they did not object to
adding $2 billion in spending and to allowing
women who work 20 hours a week to meet
the work requirement to keep benefits.

On Social Security disability payments,
the Republicans, officials said, did not object
to loosening requirements to allow more tra-
ditionally disabled recipients to retain their
benefits, while removing alcoholics and oth-
ers. The two sides also ‘‘threw out a number
of ideas’’ on how to loosen the GOP require-
ment that legal immigrants not be eligible
for most welfare benefits, an official said.

Clinton was relaxed and voluble for most of
the interview, becoming more intense only
when defending himself when asked if he has
been inconsistent in his approach to govern-
ment. He was joined in the Oval Office by a
handful of senior aides, including senior ad-
viser George Stephanopoulos, press secretary
Michael McCurry and communications direc-
tor Don Baer, none of whom joined the dis-
cussion.

Regarding the 1996 campaign, Clinton said
he has gotten a good reception to the concil-
iatory tone of his State of the Union speech
and said seeking common ground with Re-
publicans would be part of his election-year
message.

But asked if he would ask voters to give
him a Democratic Congress to help accom-
plish second-term goals, Clinton said, ‘‘The
American people don’t think it’s the presi-
dent’s business to tell them what ought to
happen in the congressional elections.’’

Presidents have been only modestly suc-
cessful in recent elections in getting voters
to link their presidential votes to congres-
sional votes by party. George Bush, when he
was elected in 1988, saw his party lose seats
in Congress, as did Clinton in his 1992 elec-
tion. But the reelections of Richard M. Nixon
and Ronald Reagan, in 1972 and 1984, saw
their Republican Party make double-digit
gains in congressional seats.

‘‘The evidence that the president’s been
successful making that kind of argument to
the American people is not very heavy,’’
Clinton said.

He added, ‘‘I think it ought to be obvious
to people that Speaker Gingrich would like
to have a Republican president and it’s obvi-
ous to people that I would like to have more
Democrats in the Congress, but I think what
the American people want to know is: What
are these people saying, how’s it going to af-
fect me, and then I’ll make a decision about
how I’m going to vote.’’ The president said
he would ‘‘make my case’’ about what he
wants to do in a second term. ‘‘I hope it will
embrace a lot of the people that are running
for Congress in my party. But to tie the two
things together I think would probably be
self-defeating.’’

Asked about his changes in governing phi-
losophy since he took office and to reconcile

his first speech to Congress in 1993 with his
State of the Union address last week, the
president flushed and rejected the premise
that the different themes showed a different
philosophy.

In 1993, he began his speech by saying, ‘‘To-
night I want to talk to you about what gov-
ernment can do because I believe govern-
ment must do more,’’ and went on to outline
a ‘‘package of jobs investments of over $30
billion to put people to work now, to create
half a million jobs: jobs to rebuild our high-
ways and airports, to renovate housing, to
bring new life to rural communities.’’ Last
week, he twice proclaimed, ‘‘The era of big
government is over.’’

Clinton said the two speeches are incon-
sistent ‘‘only if you have that kind of selec-
tive quotes.’’

‘‘I’ve worked very hard to work out a co-
herent philosophy that is different from ei-
ther just letting the market run the world
and America, or pretending that the govern-
ment can solve all the problems,’’ he said. ‘‘I
have worked on it very hard for years and
years and I believe that there’s a remarkable
consistency in what we have done.’’

f

CONGRESS SHOULD BALANCE THE
BUDGET IN THE RIGHT WAY

(Mr. OLVER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. OLVER. Mr. Speaker, as Amer-
ican workers and families struggle for
economic security, the 104th Congress
has an obligation to help. First, this
Congress must protect the credit and
good name of our Nation. Congress
should pass clean legislation to avoid
default on our debt now, this week.

Next, we should raise the national
minimum wage so working families
can survive without Government as-
sistance. Then we should provide work-
ers with portable health insurance and
guarantee that no one can be denied
health coverage due to a preexisting
condition.

We should balance this budget, but
only in a way that protects our par-
ents’ pensions, provides education and
job training, keeps our streets and
schools safe, and protects our environ-
ment.

Mr. Speaker, Americans are skep-
tical that their Government can do
anything to make their futures bright-
er. We should prove them wrong.
f

BALANCE THE BUDGET

(Mr. METCALF asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. METCALF. Mr. Speaker, the in-
terest on the debt this year is $235 bil-
lion; that is more than the deficit. In
other words, Government spending is
really less than Government income, if
we do not count the deficit.

We are paying interest on a debt that
Congress overspent, the result of Con-
gress overspending for decades. It has
resulted in this disgraceful deficit, and
the budget we now begin this year, the
interest on the debt will exceed the
huge defense budget. Interest on the
debt costs $1,300 for every American.
That is $5,200 for a family of four.
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Think what $5,200 would do for the
standard of living of each American
family.

We have a moral responsibility to
balance the budget and a moral respon-
sibility to protect the American dream
for our grandchildren.
f

DEBT CEILING

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend her remarks.)

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, for the first time in the his-
tory of the United States, the Presi-
dent and Secretary of the Treasury are
sitting in consultation as to what to do
if this Nation defaults on its debt.
What a crisis. Not in World War I, not
in the Civil War, not in World War II
did we ever sit to determine what we
would do if we default on the debt.

What an irresponsible act, Mr.
Speaker, that we in a couple of days
will not be able to pay our Social Secu-
rity benefits to those who are living on
the margin of life. This includes our
benefits to the veterans, and, yes, our
military pay to active duty military,
particularly to those in Bosnia. I have
been there, to Bosnia, Croatia, and the
former Yugoslavia, to Germany and
Italy, where our men and women are
serving. I say to my colleagues that
they are committed, but we will not be
able to pay them.

In addition, we will have working
men and women who will see interest
rates on their credit cards go up, as
well as student loans, mortgages, and
unemployment.

Join me in supporting a privileged
resolution that I will offer. We will not
go home until we pass a bill creating a
clean debt ceiling.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to urge this
House to stop playing games with the
full faith and credit of the United
States and pass a clean debt ceiling ex-
tension.

If the debt ceiling is not extended or
is sent to the President in a form that
he cannot sign, the repercussions will
be devastating. Already, the leaders of
our European Allies are warning of an
international financial crisis should
the United States default on its debt
payments. Bond rating agencies are
raising alarm that our Nation’s triple
A bond rating is in jeopardy.

An actual default would cause inter-
est rates on Treasury Bonds to rise,
making a balanced budget almost im-
possible to achieve. Home mortgage
and business borrowing rates would in-
crease, slowing economic growth.

In the past, many clean debt limit
extensions have been passed in a bipar-
tisan manner by this House. It was the
right thing to do then, and it is the
right thing to do now.

Because of the devastating effects of
a default, I plan to offer a privileged
resolution to keep this House working
until a clean debt ceiling is sent to the
President.

I urge my colleagues on both sides,
do the right thing. Vote for my resolu-
tion, pass a clean debt ceiling exten-
sion and preserve the full faith and
credit of the United States.
f

REVITALIZING AMERICA’S
MANUFACTURING SECTOR

(Mr. FRANKS of New Jersey asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend his remarks.)

Mr. FRANKS of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, today, along with Representa-
tives JACK QUINN, PAUL MCHALE, and
MARTY MEEHAN, I will introduce legis-
lation aimed at revitalizing America’s
industrial sector. Our bill encourages
businesses to reclaim old, abandoned
industrial sites known as Brownfields
and redevelop them into sites of eco-
nomic activity. The bill will help bring
jobs and much needed revenue to
blighted areas across the country.

Our bill complements State
Brownfields initiatives by removing ex-
isting Federal barriers that inhibit site
cleanup and impose threats of liability
on prospective buyers. Importantly,
however, our bill does not compromise
public health or environmental qual-
ity. Also, our legislation creates a
Brownfields IRA which will serve as a
key resource to businesses by allowing
tax-free contributions of up to $5 mil-
lion which can only be used for
Brownfield site remediation costs.

I urge Members to cosponsor this bill
and help revitalize our country’s urban
industrial centers.
f

PASS A CLEAN DEBT CEILING NOW
(Mrs. KENNELLY asked and was

given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mrs. KENNELLY. Mr. Speaker, this
past Sunday, there was a large, black
headline in the Washington Post. ‘‘De-
fault,’’ it said—with an exclamation
point. It was a frightening story, de-
picting the cascading effect of a U.S.
Government default from worldwide
currency markets to home mortgages.

Fortunately, it was a story that has
not yet come true. And more and more
Members are now saying publicly that
they do not think it will come true.

But the question remains: If no one
wants a default, and if everyone under-
stands that the debt limit must be
raised, and if a majority of the House
and Senate are willing to take the
tough but necessary vote to do so—why
have we not done so yet?

Lifting the debt limit should not be a
matter of politics, but of governance.
Ensuring that it is done should not be
a question of partisan leverage, but of
leadership.

As the sponsor of critical legislation
to pass a clean debt ceiling, I urge my
colleagues to cosponsor this bill. I fur-
ther urge them to sign the discharge
petition that would bring this legisla-
tion to the floor. And above all, I urge:
Pass a clean debt ceiling now.

b 1120

HOW FAIR ARE OUR TAXES?
(Mr. STEARNS asked and was given

permission to address to House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to bring to my colleagues’ atten-
tion a Reader’s Digest article in the
February issue entitled, ‘‘How Fair Are
Our Taxes?’’ The results should not be
surprising. Simply put, and I am
quoting from the article, ‘‘Americans
at every income level think we are
overtaxed.’’ Furthermore Americans,
according to this poll, think a family
of four should bear a maximum tax of
25 percent. And that is not just Federal
income tax, that is all taxes at all lev-
els.

I remind my colleagues, the Reader’s
Digest is a publication which is fair.
They conclude clearly that a large ma-
jority of Americans, nearly 70 percent
of those polled, regard the tax burden
as unfair.

Mr. Speaker, my colleagues, we need
to act now to reduce the tax burden for
Americans. Not only is reducing taxes
a matter of fairness, but a matter of
economic opportunity for America and
a matter of shrinking the Federal bu-
reaucracy.
f

DEFAULTING ON THE DEBT
(Ms. DELAURO asked and was given

permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Speaker, last
month, House Republicans shut down
the Government to try to blackmail
the President into signing their ex-
treme agenda. Now, they are at it
again. This time, the crowd that
brought us two Government shutdowns
is threatening to destroy our country’s
credit rating by defaulting on our debt.

If Republicans have their way, the
United States will default on our finan-
cial obligations for the first time in
our history. Think about that—for 220
years our country has paid its bills and
now that is about to change because
extremists in this Congress would rath-
er force a Government default then
compromise on their right wing agenda
for America.

Two hundred and twenty years is a
long time and much has changed. Once
America was led by Madison and Jef-
ferson, who became known as the
Founding Fathers of our democracy.
Now, we are left with GINGRICH and
DOLE, who seem intent on becoming
the deadbeat dads of democracy.
f

PASS A CLEAN DEBT CEILING
EXTENSION

(Mr. PALLONE asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, again I
wanted to comment on the possibility
of the default on March 1. I find it in-
credible that the Republican leadership
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